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Abstract
Background: Protamines are sperm nuclear proteins with a crucial role in chromatin condensation. Their function is
strongly linked to sperm head morphology and male fertility. Protamines appear to be affected by a complex pattern of
selective constraints. Previous studies showed that sexual selection affects protamine coding sequence and expression in
rodents. Here we analyze selective constraints and post-copulatory sexual selection acting on protamine 2 (Prm2) gene
sequences of 53 species of primates and rodents. We focused on possible differences in selective constraints between
these two clades and on the two functional domains of PRM2 (cleaved- and mature-PRM2). We also assessed if and how
changes in Prm2 coding sequence may affect sperm head dimensions.
Results: The domain of Prm2 that is cleaved off during binding to DNA (cleaved-Prm2) was found to be under purifying
selection in both clades, whereas the domain that remains bound to DNA (mature-Prm2) was found to be positively
selected in primates and under relaxed constraint in rodents. Changes in cleaved-Prm2 coding sequence are significantly
correlated to sperm head width and elongation in rodents. Contrary to expectations, a significant effect of
sexual selection was not found on either domain or clade.
Conclusions: Mature-PRM2 may be free to evolve under less constraint due to the existence of PRM1 as a more
conserved and functionally redundant copy. The cleaved-PRM2 domain seems to play an important role in sperm head
shaping. However, sexual selection on its sequence may be difficult to detect until it is identified which sperm head
phenotype (shape and size) confers advantages for sperm performance in different mammalian clades.
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Background
The evolution of reproductive phenotypes, and underlying
selective forces, are the subject of much interest in evolu-
tionary biology. Sperm competition, one of these selective
forces, is known to affect sperm phenotype in males
competing for the fertilization of ova [1] by driving adap-
tive changes of sperm morphology and function [2–4].
However, it is not yet clear how changes at the molecular
level are linked to adaptations in sperm phenotype.
Responses to high levels of sperm competition include
increases in sperm numbers, which are achieved by an
increase in testes mass relative to body size [2, 4]. Rela-
tive testes mass is strongly associated to levels of sperm
competition [2, 4, 5] and genetic paternity [6]. Thus,
relative testes mass is widely used as proxy for level of
sperm competition. Additional responses to high levels
of sperm competition are increases in sperm swimming
velocity, total sperm size and sperm quality (i.e., viability
and morphology of sperm cells) [7–10]. The morphology
of sperm cells, particularly the sperm head, varies con-
siderably among species [11–13]. Sperm head dimen-
sions, size of the apical hook, and head shape are also
influenced by high levels of sperm competition [9, 14].
Studies on coding sequences of sperm proteins have
identified proteins under the influence of sperm competi-
tion. The evolutionary rate of coding sequences of two
seminal fluid proteins (SEMG2 and SVS), two sperm
surface proteins (ADAM 2 and ADAM18), and proteins of
the acrosome (Zonadhesin and SPAM1) seem to be posi-
tively related to level of sperm competition in primates
[15–19]. Other studies found an increase of selective con-
straint in the presence of sperm competition. This effect
was described for seminal fluid proteins in butterflies and
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sperm nuclear proteins protamine 1 (PRM1) and protamine
2 (PRM2) in rodents [20–22].
Protamines are small, arginine-rich sperm nuclear pro-
teins. They are crucial for the condensation of sperm
chromatin that takes place through successive protein
replacements, first of histones by transition nuclear pro-
teins, and then of the latter by protamines [23]. PRM1 is
found throughout mammals, whereas PRM2 is found
almost exclusively in primates and rodents. Evidence for
the existence of PRM2 gene, transcripts and, in some cases,
mature protein is available for a few other mammalian
species [23–25]. Prm2, unlike Prm1, codes for a precursor,
which is processed by successive proteolytic cleavages at
the time of sperm differentiation [23, 24]. PRM2 process-
ing occurs while DNA condensation is taking place and
protamines are bound to DNA [26]. A mature form of
PRM2 (hereafter, mature-PRM2) can be identified after
cleavage. The role of the PRM2 domain that is cleaved off
(hereafter, cleaved-PRM2) from the precursor is not clear.
Cleaved-PRM2 and mature-PRM2 are structually and
functionally different [21, 27]. The sequence of mature-
Prm2 resembles that of Prm1, which is consistent with the
idea that Prm2 has evolved as the result of Prm1 gene
duplication [21, 28]. Both Prm1 and Prm2 have DNA-
anchoring domains containing 3–7 arginine residues sepa-
rated by uncharged amino acids [25]. The arginine residues
in protamines neutralize the charge of the DNA backbone
and may also play a role in the activation of egg casein
kinase II after fertilization [29].
Because of their important role during sperm chromatin
condensation, alterations in protamine expression affect
male fertility [24, 30–32]. In men, changes in sperm pro-
tamine content affect sperm head morphology and reduce
sperm number and sperm motility [31]. Aberrant sperm
chromatin condensation leads to larger and abnormal
sperm heads [33]. In mice, an unbalanced protamine con-
tent associates with sperm DNA damage, sperm morpho-
logical abnormalities, and decreases in sperm motility
[34]. Changes in protamine gene sequences and protamine
expression ratios are linked to differences in head size and
shape in muroid rodents [27, 35].
Protamines are thought to evolve fast, showing high
structural heterogeneity [23, 36]. However, selective con-
straints are highly variable within the gene sequence and
between taxa. Evidence of positive selection on the Prm1
gene sequence has been detected in primates [36, 37]
although the general trend for mammals is that the gene
sequence is conserved [22]. Different selective constraints
for Prm1 and Prm2 have been found in other mammalian
species [21, 38]. Within mammals protamines are thought
to be diverse, especially in the C-terminal region, but they
contain conserved regions that are also found in birds
(N-terminal ARYR, SRSRSR phosphorylation site, 3
arginine clusters) [39]. The high arginine content is thought
to be conserved within the sequence, while the position of
arginine residues seems to be highly variable [40]. A recent
study found the high arginine content in Prm1 to be driven
by sexual selection in the form of sperm competition [22].
In a group of cricetid rodents, Prm1 was shown to be under
conserved selective constraint, with signs of positive
selection restricted to specific codon sites. On the other
hand, the two Prm2 domains were shown to be under
relaxed constraint on the way to degradation [21].
Sperm competition was shown to reduce the relaxation
acting on the gene sequence of Prm2, resulting in a
more conserved state of the gene in species with high
levels of sperm competition [21].
In this study we examined the selective pressures poten-
tially acting on Prm2. Since PRM2 is mainly expressed in
rodents and primates this study concentrated on these
clades. In addition, because the PRM2 precursor actually
contains two structurally and functionally different domains
(cleaved-PRM2 and mature-PRM2) we analyzed them
separately to examine the possibility that they may be under
different selective pressures. Further to a comparison of
selective pressures, we examined the possible effects of
postcopulatory sexual selection (sperm competition) on the
coding sequence. Since sexual selection has been shown to
affect arginine content in Prm1 we also tested for effects of
postcopulatory sexual selection on arginine content of
mature-Prm2. We predicted that differences could exist in
selective constraints on Prm2 between primates and
rodents. Since sexual selection was already shown to
affect Prm2 in cricetid rodents we anticipated signs of
sexual selection for all rodents. Finally, we predicted
that cleaved-Prm2 and mature-Prm2 could evolve
under different selective regimes.
Results
Sequence properties
Coding sequences and arginine contents were compared
between primates and rodents (Additional file 1: Table S1).
Cleaved-Prm2 sequence was significantly longer in primates
(t24.08 = 7.22, P <0.001) whereas mature-Prm2 was signifi-
cantly longer in rodents (t20.5 = −13.5, P <0.001). No signifi-
cant difference was found in mature-Prm2 arginine content
between primates and rodents (t22.87 = −0.13, P = 0.9).
Selective pressures across species
We tested for the general trend of selection acting on
Prm2 domains across all species. Mammalian species
other than rodents and primates were included to provide
a background for comparisons. To obtain the background
pressure acting on the whole sequence across all species
we calculated the evolutionary rate (ω) (see Methods:
“Analysis of selective pressures”) for the whole tree on the
entire sequence (Codeml PAML4 model M0 as explained
in Methods). The evolutionary rate calculated across all
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species in model M0 for cleaved-Prm2 was ω = 0.54, and
for mature-Prm2 it was ω = 1.18.
Comparison of selective pressures
To compare selective pressures for the whole sequence
and selective pressure on codon sites we used a branch
analysis and a branch-site analysis. In each analysis we
first marked primates as foreground against the other
species as background, and then marked rodents as fore-
ground against the other species as background (see
Methods: “Analysis of selective pressures”).
These evolutionary “clade” models (MC), constraining
the evolutionary rates of cleaved-Prm2 in either primates
or rodents showed no differences between clades. Selective
pressures did not differ significantly from the background
for the two clades (primates and rodents: M0 vs MC not
significant, M0 ω = 0.54). The calculated evolutionary rate
of cleaved-Prm2 was significantly different from 1 for both
primates and rodents (MCfix vs MC significant, M0 ω =
0.54); the low evolutionary rate suggests that the domain
is under weak purifying selection in both clades.
This same branch analysis on mature-Prm2 revealed that
primates had significantly lower selective constraints than
rodents (primates: M0 vs MC significant, MC ω = 3.12)
and that rodents did not evolve with a rate that was signifi-
cantly different from that of the background (rodents:
M0 vs MC not significant, M0 ω = 1.18) (Table 1). These
results suggest positive selection for mature-Prm2 in
primates. An evolutionary model allowing an excess of
non-synonymous mutations was significantly more likely
than a completely neutral evolutionary model (see signifi-
cant differences between MC and MCfix in Table 1). For
mature-Prm2 of rodents, neutral evolutionary models were
the most likely (see MC vs MCfix in Table 1).
Although the branch tests we performed are adequate
for detecting and comparing global evolutionary trends,
these models are blind to positive selection or relaxation
on specific sites. To address the latter we used the
so-called branch-site test (see Methods).
The branch-site test revealed no directed selection on
codon sites for cleaved-Prm2 in primates (BSfixed vs BS
non significant), while for rodents one codon site of
cleaved-Prm2 was shown to be positively selected (BSfixed
vs BS significant) (Table 1, Fig. 1). For mature-Prm2, both
primates and rodents showed significantly positively se-
lected codon sites within the alignment (BSfixed vs BS
significant) (Table 1, Fig. 1).
The root-to-tip ω calculated for all species is shown in
Additional file 1: Table S1.
Sexual selection
To test for sexual selection on Prm2 coding sequences
in primates and rodents we chose the phylogenetic
generalized least squares (PGLS) regression analysis (see
Methods). The root-to-tip ω, as well as and arginine
content (as percent of sequence length), were included
as dependent variables against the independent variables
body mass and testes mass (i.e., relative testes mass, which
serves as proxy for sperm competition). In addition, we
tested for an effect of evolutionary rate on arginine content.
No significant correlations were found between residual
testes mass and root-to-tip ω values of either cleaved- or
mature-Prm2 domains or between residual testes mass
and arginine content of mature-Prm2 in primates or ro-
dents. Arginine content was not correlated with mature-
Prm2 root-to-tip ω (Table 2).
Relationships with sperm head dimensions
We tested for possible relationships between changes in
the coding sequence of Prm2 domains and sperm head
dimensions. The evolutionary rate was used as independ-
ent variable in PGLS analyses, with relative head length
(HL), relative head width (HW), and head elongation (HL/
HW) used as dependent variables. For primates, data
available for relative HW were not sufficient for regression
analysis. PGLS regressions showed no significant correla-
tions with relative HL or head elongation in primates
(Table 2). In rodents, PGLS regressions showed a significant
positive correlation between cleaved-Prm2 root-to-tip ω
and relative HW, and a significant negative correlation
between cleaved-Prm2 root-to-tip ω and head elongation
(Fig. 2, Table 2). No significant correlations were found for
mature-Prm2.
Discussion
In this comparative study, focusing on possible selective
constraints acting on the Prm2 gene, we were able to dem-
onstrate significant differences between evolutionary rates
of primate and rodent Prm2 as well as between cleaved-
and mature-Prm2 domains. In primates and rodents,
cleaved-Prm2 is conserved although one site was found to
be positively selected in rodents. Mature-Prm2 is under
relaxed constraint in rodents and positively selected in
primates. Additionally, we found directed positive selection
on specific codon sites of mature-Prm2 in both primates
and rodents. A previous study concentrating solely on the
cricetid family of rodents [27] showed how changes in
cleaved-Prm2 gene sequence associates with sperm head
width and elongation. Here we present evidence for this
relationship to be true across rodents. No signal of sexual
selection was found for primates or rodents.
Differences in selective constraints between taxa
Studies in rodents demonstrated that protamine gene
sequences and protamine expression ratios influence
sperm head size and shape [22, 27, 35]. The gene
sequence of Prm1 seems to be highly variable in
mammals although highly conserved regions can also
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be identified [36, 40]. Prm1 seems to have an unusual
form of evolution which seems to be driven by sexual
selection [22, 23, 40]. This complex pattern of select-
ive constraints and sexual selection could be a conse-
quence of the importance of PRM1 for sperm form
and function resulting in a delicate balance between
conservation of function and adaptations to high sperm
competition levels. We expected to find an even more
complex pattern of evolution in Prm2 due to the existence
of two domains in this protein. We were able to show
differences in selective constraints between primates and
rodents, especially for mature-Prm2, which is positively
selected in primates and is under relaxed constraint in
rodents. Cleaved-Prm2 is conserved in both clades. This
result is important in connection to the proposed func-
tional redundancy of PRM1 and mature-PRM2. Mature-
Prm2 is thought to be the result of Prm1 gene duplication
[21, 28] and despite the proposed slight differences in
function, mainly associated to the process of DNA
condensation [27], the function of mature-PRM2 is
essentially redundant to that of PRM1. This might be
an explanation for the comparative lack of selective
constraint of mature-Prm2. Due to the existence of two
protamines, one may be “free” to evolve adaptively or
under relaxed constraint while the other is more
conserved with a more directed pattern of positive
selection on specific codon sites to ensure proper
function [21] (Table 3). When comparing selective
constraints between primates and rodents differences
in effective population sizes need to be taken into
account because population size is generally lower in
primates. Genetic drift can therefore be an explanation
for the higher mature-Prm2 evolutionary rate in
primates [41]. The sequence might thus not be truly
positively selected but, rather, may be under relaxed
constraint with an effect increased by genetic drift.
However, the general trend towards a lower selective
constraint in mature-Prm2 is clear.
Table 1 Summary of results for branch analysis and branch-site analysis of Prm2 domains of primates and rodents
Sequence cleaved Prm2 mature Prm2
Foreground Primates Rodentia Primates Rodentia
LRTs for selection at branches over whole sequence
2Δ(M0-MC) 0.02 1.94 25.86 1.49
p ns ns <0.01 ns
2Δ(MCfix-MC) 8.74 15.42 25.60 0.01
p 0.01 <0.01 <0.01 ns
M0 - ω 0.54 1.18
MC - ω 0.530 0.420 3.120 0.980
LRTs for selection at branches on sites
2Δ(M1-BS) 1.67 5.27 62.21 26.10
p ns ns <0.01 <0.01
2Δ(BSfix-BS) 0.00 5.27 96.75 60.63
p ns 0.05 <0.01 <0.01
Proportion of sites in ω site classes
0 0.23 0.23 0.18 0.21
1 0.64 0.74 0.30 0.75
2a 0.04 0.01 0.20 0.01
2b 0.10 0.02 0.32 0.03
Positively selected sites (BEB p <0.05)
PSS - 26G 1Q, 4C, 5Y, 6G, 7Y, 11 L, 24Q, 25R, 29R,
44R, 45 N, 51R, 55 T, 61 T
64R,72H
Interpretation
Selection at branches over whole sequence conserved conserved positive relaxed
Selection at branches on sites no signal positive positive positive
Sexual selection not detected not detected not detected not detected
LRT: Likelihood ratio test (twice the difference (2Δ) between likelihood values of the tested models). ω: nonsynonymous/synonymous substitution rate ratio,
evolutionary rate. When LRT of M0 versus MC is significant MC omega is reported. When LRT is non significant, M0 omega is reported
PSS: positively selected sites. Ω site classes: 0: 0 <ω < 1 for foreground and background branches, 1: ω = 1 for foreground and background branches, 2a: 0 <ω < 1
for background and ω > 1 for foreground, 2b: ω = 1 for background and ω > 1 for foreground
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No sexual selection detected for rodents or primates
We did not find signs of sexual selection acting on Prm2
domains of primates or rodents. In a previous study,
postcopulatory sexual selection was found to halt the
relaxation in Prm2 of cricetid rodents [21]. Here, the
joint analysis of murids and cricetids did not show such
relationship.
It has been proposed that the effect of sexual selection
on protamines may result in modifications of the shape
of the sperm head. High levels of sperm competition
Table 2 Phylogenetically-controlled regression analyses
Clade Dependent value Independent value n Slope t R2 λ p
cleaved-Prm2
Primates cleaved-Prm2 ω log body mass 12 0.02 0.23 0.14 1(ns,ns) 0.82
log testes mass 0.60 0.83 0.43
Rodents cleaved-Prm2 ω log body mass 28 0.00 0.27 0.01 1(ns,ns) 0.79
log testes mass 0.00 −0.35 0.73
Primates relative head length cleaved-Prm2 ω 11 0.02 0.07 0.00 1(ns,ns) 0.94
Rodents relative head length cleaved-Prm2 ω 26 0.18 1.83 0.12 0.41(ns,ns) 0.08
Rodents relative head width cleaved-Prm2 ω 22 0.14 2.33 0.20 0.91(*,ns) 0.03
Rodents sperm head elongation cleaved-Prm2 ω 22 −8.07 −3.11 0.32 0.91(*,ns) 0.00
mature-Prm2
Primates mature-Prm2 ω log body mass 12 0.02 1.19 0.27 0.86(ns,ns) 0.26
log testes mass 0.00 0.36 0.73
Rodents mature-Prm2 ω log body mass 28 −0.03 −1.80 0.17 1(*,ns) 0.09
log testes mass −0.01 −0.30 0.77
Primates Arginine content (mature-Prm2) log body mass 12 −1.32 −1.49 0.21 1(*,ns) 0.17
log testes mass 0.47 0.48 0.65
Rodents Arginine content (mature-Prm2) log body mass 28 −0.02 −0.36 0.03 1(*,ns) 0.72
log testes mass −0.02 −0.52 0.61
Primates relative head length mature-Prm2 ω 10 −0.02 −0.82 0.07 1(*,ns) 0.43
Rodents relative head length mature-Prm2 ω 26 0.03 1.15 0.05 0(ns,ns) 0.26
Rodents relative head width mature-Prm2 ω 22 0.03 0.94 0.04 0.96(*,ns) 0.36
Rodents sperm head elongation mature-Prm2 ω 22 −1.08 −0.83 0.03 1(*,ns) 0.41
The superscripts following the λ value indicate significance levels (ns: p >0.05; *: p <0.05) in likelihood ratio tests against models with λ = 0 (first superscript) and λ = 1
(second superscript). Abbreviations: n: number of species in analysis. Significant regression results are shown in boldface
Fig. 1 Representation of positively selected sites (PSS) for a primates, visualized on the PRM2 amino acid sequence of Pan troglodytes (Chimp) and b
rodents, visualized on the PRM2 amino acid sequence of Mus musculus musculus (Mouse). Cleaved-PRM2 is shown in red. PSS as detected by branch-site
analysis (see Methods) are enlarged and boldface. Post-translational processing (cleavage) sites are underlined in cleaved-PRM2 [25, 105]. Proposed phos-
phorylation sites [25] are underlined in mature-PRM2
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could promote changes in the sperm head that would
render it more hydrodynamically efficient which, in turn,
would influence sperm velocity. So far, it is not clear
how changes in sperm head shape affect sperm velocity.
Given the considerable variation in sperm head shape
and size [11–13], the diversity in flagellar beating pat-
terns, and the environments present in the female tract
in mammals, it is fair to assume that adaptations of
sperm head shape would be the result of a complex
interplay between these factors [9, 42, 43]. Wider sperm
heads, for example, might be advantageous for certain
sperm morphologies whereas narrower heads may be more
adpative for other sperm morphs. The effects of sexual
selection may therefore be variable, and even contradictory,
between different groups of species. Evidence for a com-
plex pattern of selective pressures has been shown for
ADAM proteins. In these sperm proteins positive selection
within the adhesion domain has been attributed to adapta-
tions to sperm competition and fertilization environment
in primates, while in mouse species positive selection could
not be explained by sexual selection [44]. A study compar-
ing groups of species at deeper taxonomic levels, and
including more species, might shed more light on the role
of sperm competition on Prm2 evolution.
Like PRM1, mature-PRM2 is very rich in arginine. The
DNA-anchoring domains contain 3–7 arginine residues
separated by uncharged amino acids [25]. Arginine neutral-
izes the charge of the DNA backbone and may play a role
after fertilization [29]. For Prm1, sexual selection seems to
be targeting especially the arginine coding content of the
gene. Sperm competition seems to maintain high arginine
content of PRM1 through sequence conservation. Species
experiencing higher selective pressure through sperm com-
petition show higher arginine content in the PRM1 amino
acid sequence [22]. Unlike what was observed for Prm1, we
did not find a relationship between sexual selection and
arginine content in mature-PRM2. This might be explained
by the fact that the arginine content of mature-PRM2
seems to be stable across primates and rodents, showing
very low variability, leading to the conclusion that it is
highly conserved.
Positive selection on functionally important sites
Positively selected codon sites were found in both pri-
mates and rodents. In primates this positive selection is
entirely concentrated on mature-Prm2 codon sites. We
found 13 postively selected sites in primate mature-
Prm2. Interestingly 6 of them fall directly on or around
proposed phosphorylation sites in the C- and N-
terminal regions. Protamine phosphorylation is crucial
for the DNA condensation process but the mechanism
by which it affects DNA condensation is not known. It
has been proposed that the phosphorylation of prot-
amines is required for DNA binding while its subse-
quent dephosphorylation might be important in correct
chromatin compaction [23, 45]. Changes in phosphor-
ylation sites might affect the degree and efficiency of
DNA condensation. If primate mature-PRM2 three-
dimensional structure and binding mechanism resem-
bles the proposed DNA binding model of PRM1 [46],
changes in phosphorylation of the C- and N-terminal
regions might affect DNA binding mechanism and
cross-linking of protamines [46, 47].
In mice we found three positively selected sites, one in
the cleaved-Prm2 sequence and two in the C-terminal
Fig. 2 Visualization of significant PGLS regression results for a
Relationship in rodents between cleaved-Prm2 ω (root-to-tip ω) with
sperm head width (relative to total sperm length) and b Relationship
in rodents between cleaved-Prm2 ω (root-to-tip ω) with sperm head
elongation (sperm head length divided by sperm head width)
Table 3 Comparison of selective constraints in mature-Prm2
and Prm1 of rodents and primates
Clade mature-Prm2 Prm1
Primates positive selection relaxed constraint
Rodents relaxed constraint purifying selection
Results for Prm1 are from Lüke et al. [22]
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part of mature-Prm2. Unlike the situation in primates,
these sites are not concentrated around proposed phos-
phorylation sites. However, since theses sites are positively
selected they are likely to be of functional importance.
It is possible that accelerated evolution of these codon
sites is an adaptation to selective pressures due to sperm
competition. In order to understand how the rapid evo-
lution of these sites affects protamine function, a com-
parative study including data on sequence evolution,
sperm competition level, protamine phosphorylation and
degree of chromatin compaction should be carried out
in the future.
Cleaved protamine 2
Our results show that cleaved-Prm2 is conserved in
rodents and primates, although we found one codon site
to be positively selected in rodent cleaved-Prm2. In agree-
ment with previous studies, we found that changes in the
cleaved-Prm2 coding sequence associate with wider and
more elongated sperm heads in rodents [27]. The role of
cleaved-PRM2 is not yet clear but its conservation and the
apparent influence it has on sperm head shape speaks for
an important function especially in relation to sperm
competitiveness. The unprocessed PRM2 precursor
binds to DNA and, while bound, is cleaved over a period
of several days until only mature-PRM2 is left bound to
DNA [48, 49]. Sperm chromatin condensation was shown
to coincide temporally with the start of protamine transla-
tion and posttranslational processing [26, 50]. Therefore,
it was proposed that the cleaved-PRM2 domain may have
a more important role during the actual process of chro-
matin condensation than mature-PRM2 [27]. In order to
understand its role in sperm competitiveness and male
fertility the function of cleaved-PRM2 should be studied
in more detail.
Conclusions
As predicted, we found significant differences in selective
constraints of the two Prm2 domains (cleaved- and ma-
ture-Prm2) as well as differences between the two clades
studied (primates and rodents). Mature-Prm2 is generally
relaxed in rodents with directed positive selection on sites
and positively selected in primates. Mature-Prm2 exhibits
less constraint than its functionally redundant partner
Prm1. We propose that mature-Prm2 is free to evolve
adaptively, or under less constraint, due to the existence
of a more conserved, functional copy with redundant
functional properties. Positive selection on codon sites is
concentrated on primate mature-Prm2 targeting possible
phosphorylation sites and thus possibly affecting protam-
ine function and chromatin condesation.
On the other hand, cleaved-Prm2 is conserved in both
clades with signs of positive selection on codon sites in
rodents. We were also able to demonstrate that changes
in cleaved-Prm2 affect sperm head width and elongation
across rodents. This domain seems to play an important
role in the process of sperm chromatin condensation
and sperm head shaping. Further studies should focus
on the function of this important PRM2 domain. The
fact that sexual selection was not detected in rodents or
primates might be the result of differential interactions
or trade-offs between sperm traits and its environment.
A comparative study including a broader range of spe-
cies might explain the complex patterns of sexual selec-
tion of Prm2.
Methods
Ethics statement
No research on live animals was conducted in this study.
Our work is based on data available from public sources.
Sequence data and phylogenetic tree
Prm2 gene sequences of primate and rodent species, as
well as those available for other mammalian species,
were taken from NCBI Genbank and previous publications,
all publicly available sources [9, 11, 17, 21, 27, 51–61]
(Additional file 1: Table S1). Codon based alignments
were performed using the muscle alignment algorithm
implemented in Geneious 5.5.9. Arginine frequencies were
calculated using Geneious 5.5.9 (Additional file 1: Table
S1). The phylogenetic tree of the 53 mammalian species
included in this study was constructed as a consensus of
phylogenies available in the literature [62–91] (Additional
file 2: Figure S1).
Phenotype data
Data on body mass, testes mass and sperm dimensions
were obtained from the literature; i.e., from publicly
available sources [9, 11, 17, 27, 51–61] (see Additional
file 1: Table S1). Testes and body mass data were
available for 46 of the 53 species for which sequence
data were available. Data on sperm head width were
available for 30 species and sperm head length for 44
species. Residual testes mass data were obtained from a
regression analysis including body mass as independent
variable and testes mass as dependent variable. Residual
testes mass was only used for graphical representation of
multiple regression results. Because total sperm length
varies greatly among these species, and drag resulting
from head size should be analyzed taking into account
the length of the flagellum [27, 92], sperm head length
(HL) and head width (HW) were each used as propor-
tion of total sperm length (hereafter, relative HL and
relative HW).
Analysis of selective pressures
The nonsynonymous/synonymous substitutions rate ra-
tio (ω = dN/dS) is an indicator of selective pressure at
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the protein level, with ω = 1 indicating neutral evolution,
ω < 1 purifying selection, and ω > 1 diversifying positive
selection [93]. To estimate rates of sequence evolution
we used the application codeml implemented in PAML
4 [94, 95]. Likelihood-ratio-tests (LRT) were performed
to test if the alternative model presents a better fit to the
dataset against the null model. For the codeml codon
frequency setting, as well as the setting for number of
categories, we used the setting with the best fit for each
analysis according to the preliminary likelihood-ratio-
analysis. Branch lengths calculated in the model M0
“one-ratio” (see below) where used as input for subse-
quent models.
Evolutionary rate (root-to-tip ω)
We used the free ratio model in Codeml (PAML4) in
order to obtain species-specific ω values. The free ratio
model calculates ω freely for each branch in the tree.
Species root-to-tip ω was subsequently calculated by
addition of dN values and dS values from the root of the
clade to the terminal species branch of the respective
clade and taking the ratio of the sum to obtain the root-
to-tip ω value [21, 96].
Branch analysis
In order to obtain the evolutionary rate of clades and
groups of species we performed a branch analysis
comparing marked foreground branches against the
unmarked background in the phylogenetic tree. For our
analysis we marked either primate or rodent branches as
foreground. All branches belonging to the respective
species group are marked up to, and including, the last
common ancestor of the group. Three models were
computed: M0 “one ratio” in which all branches were
constrained to evolve at the same rate; MCfixed “two-
ratio, foreground fixed” where the background branches
ω were allowed to be estimated freely while the fore-
ground ω was restrained to a value of ω = 1; and MC
“two ratio” model which estimates for both background
and foreground branches a free and independent ω. To
test if the foreground evolves at a significantly different
rate than the background we compared M0 versus MC
by means of LRT. If the foreground ω was significantly
higher than 1 (LRT significant for MCfixed vs MC and
ω > 1) we assumed positive selection acting on the fore-
ground branches at whole sequence level. If the fore-
ground ω was significantly lower than 1 (LRT significant
for MCfixed vs MC and ω > 1) we report purifying selec-
tion acting on the branch at whole sequence level.
Relaxed selective constraint for the foreground branch is
assumed if the foreground evolves at a significantly
different ω than the background (M0 vs MC), and this ω
was not significantly different from 1 (MCfixed vs MC)
[97]. See Additional file 3: Figure S2 for a graphical
representation of the analysis.
Branch-site analysis
The branch analysis described above is used for the de-
tection of general trends of selection on the whole gene
sequence. However this test is not able to detect positive
selection, or relaxation, on specific codon sites. For this
aim we performed the so-called branch-site test. We
computed two models to test evolution among coding
sequences and infer amino acids under positive selection
for marked foreground branches in contrast to the
unmarked background. BSfixed “branch-site model A,
foreground fixed” in which the codon site ω for back-
ground branches is allowed to be computed freely and
BS “branch-site model A” in which codon sites in both
foreground and background were computed freely [98].
Evidence of the existence of positively selected codon
sites (PSS) is reported if LRT between BSfixed and BS is
significant and sites significantly belonging to the
positive selected site category are reported by the model.
Phyologenetically corrected regression analysis (PGLS)
To test for correlations between variables we employed
the phylogenetic generalized least squares approach
(PGLS) [99]. Body mass and testes mass were included
as independent variables in a multiple PGLS regression
as a proxy for sperm competition (hereafter: relative
testes mass). Analyses of associations between genetic
and morphometric traits also took into account that
such traits are not independent from their phylogenetic
history [100]. The PGLS approach has been shown to be
a powerful tool to detect associations of this kind [100],
and it has been used in earlier studies in combination
with the root-to tip dN/dS method showing genetic-
morphometric associations [21, 96, 102, 103]. We per-
formed PGLS analysis using CAPER v0.5 [104] package
for R (v3.0.1; R Foundation for Statistical Computing
2013).
Availability of supporting data
Gene sequences are available from NCBI Genbank and
earlier publications (see details in Additional file 1:
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ture (compiled in Additional file 1: Table S1).
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taxa Order Family mature-Prm2 ω
cleaved-Prm2 
ω
% arginine in 
mature-Prm2 HW/TSL HL/TSL HL/HW
BMASS 
(g, log)
TMASS 
(g, log)
Length 
cleaved-Prm2
Length mature-
Prm2 Accession Prm2 References sperm dimensions References body mass and testes mass
Alouatta_seniculus Primates Atelidae 1.38 0.26 50.00 48.00 52.00 X71335
Apodemus_sylvaticus Rodentia Muridae 0.71 0.13 49.21 0.04 0.07 1.74 1.48 -0.02 44.00 63.00 FJ411393 Gómez Montoto et al 2011b Gómez Montoto et al 2011a
Arvicola_sapidus Rodentia Cricetidae 0.50 0.20 55.74 0.03 0.06 1.76 2.34 0.35 44.00 61.00 Lüke et al 2011 Lüke et al 2014 Gómez Montoto et al 2011
Arvicola_terrestris Rodentia Cricetidae 0.50 0.18 55.74 1.96 -0.39 44.00 61.00 Lüke et al 2011 Gómez Montoto et al 2011b Lüke et al 2014
Bos_taurus Artiodactyla Bovidae 1.59 0.28 60.42 0.08 0.13 1.57 5.83 2.83 46.00 48.00 BK006493 Cummins & Woodall 1985; Gage 1998 Kenagy & Trombulak 1986
Callithrix_jacchus Primates Callithricidae 1.14 0.21 58.93 0.11 2.51 0.11 48.00 56.00 X85371 Cummins & Woodall 1985 Kenagy & Trombulak 1986
Canis_familiaris Carnivora Canidae 0.93 0.33 54.55 0.08 0.10 1.30 4.33 1.44 45.00 55.00 BK006497 Anderson et al 2005; Steklenev 1975 Woodall & Johnsten 1988
Chionomys_nivalis Rodentia Cricetidae 0.54 0.17 55.00 0.04 0.08 1.80 1.69 -0.01 44.00 60.00 Lüke et al 2011 Gómez Montoto et al 2011b Gómez Montoto et al 2011a
Clethrionomys_glareolus Rodentia Cricetidae 0.61 0.18 55.74 0.04 0.08 1.82 1.40 -0.37 44.00 61.00 Lüke et al 2011 Gómez Montoto et al 2011b Gómez Montoto et al 2011a
Echinops_telfairi Afrosoricida Tenrecidae 48.00 58.00 BK006491
Equus_caballus Perissodactyla Equidae 1.30 0.34 61.40 0.05 0.12 2.12 5.67 2.62 44.00 57.00 BK006494 Cummins & Woodall 1985; Gage 1998 Kenagy & Trombulak 1986
Erythrocebus_patas Primates Cercopithecidae 1.16 0.26 54.55 0.08 4.11 0.86 48.00 55.00 AF195644 Anderson et al 2005 Dixson & Anderson 2004
Felis_catus Carnivora Felidae 1.27 0.45 53.19 0.04 0.09 2.05 3.49 0.37 45.00 47.00 BK006496 Terrell et al 2011 França & Godinho 2003
Gorilla_gorilla Primates Pongidae 1.76 0.31 48.15 0.08 5.13 1.37 48.00 54.00 X71336 Cummins & Woodall 1985 Kenagy & Trombulak 1986
Homo_sapiens Primates Hominidae 1.88 0.27 48.15 0.08 4.80 1.70 48.00 54.00 AF215713 Anderson et al 2005 Kenagy & Trombulak 1986
Hylobates_lar Primates Hylobatidae 1.61 0.29 50.00 0.11 3.74 0.74 48.00 54.00 X71339 Anderson et al 2005 Kenagy & Trombulak 1986
Macaca_fuscata Primates Cercopithecidae 1.32 0.27 58.18 48.00 55.00 AB101300
Macaca_mulatta Primates Cercopithecidae 1.43 0.26 55.56 0.04 0.07 1.66 4.02 1.88 48.00 54.00 X71338 Anderson et al 2005; Cummins & Woodall 1985 Kenagy & Trombulak 1986
Macaca_nemestrina Primates Cercopithecidae 1.32 0.27 58.18 0.08 4.00 1.82 48.00 55.00 X71340 Anderson et al 2005 Kenagy & Trombulak 1986
Mesocricetus_auratus Rodentia Cricetidae 0.56 0.10 54.84 0.02 0.05 2.99 2.10 0.54 44.00 62.00 AF268204.1 Gage & Freckleton 2003 Kenagy & Trombulak 1986
Microtus_agrestis Rodentia Cricetidae 0.66 0.17 57.38 0.07 1.67 -0.10 44.00 61.00 Lüke et al 2011 Cummins & Woodall 1985 Kenagy & Trombulak 1986
Microtus_arvalis Rodentia Cricetidae 0.67 0.17 56.45 0.04 0.07 2.04 1.66 -0.32 42.00 62.00 Lüke et al 2011 Gómez Montoto et al 2011b Gómez Montoto et al 2011a
Microtus_cabrerae Rodentia Cricetidae 0.68 0.16 57.38 0.05 0.08 1.53 1.67 -0.81 42.00 61.00 Lüke et al 2011 Gómez Montoto et al 2011b Gómez Montoto et al 2011a
Microtus_gerbei Rodentia Cricetidae 0.65 0.17 58.06 44.00 62.00 Lüke et al 2011
Mus_cookii Rodentia Muridae 0.68 0.13 50.79 0.03 0.07 2.00 1.37 -0.52 44.00 63.00 FJ411386 Lüke et al 2014 Gómez Montoto et al 2011
Mus_famulus Rodentia Muridae 0.74 0.12 52.38 0.03 0.07 1.97 1.44 -1.28 44.00 63.00 FJ411388 Lüke et al 2014 Gómez Montoto et al 2011
Mus_macedonicus Rodentia Muridae 0.74 0.12 50.79 0.03 0.07 2.06 1.30 -0.53 44.00 63.00 FJ411391 Lüke et al 2014 Gómez Montoto et al 2011
Mus_musculus_bactrianus Rodentia Muridae 0.76 0.12 50.79 0.03 0.06 2.22 1.26 -0.76 44.00 63.00 FJ411384 Lüke et al 2014 Gómez Montoto et al 2011
Mus_musculus_castaneus Rodentia Muridae 0.76 0.12 50.79 0.03 0.06 2.26 1.27 -1.12 44.00 63.00 FJ411385 Lüke et al 2014 Gómez Montoto et al 2011
Mus_musculus_domesticus Rodentia Muridae 0.74 0.12 50.79 0.03 0.06 2.03 1.34 -0.96 44.00 63.00 FJ411387 Lüke et al 2014 Gómez Montoto et al 2011
Mus_musculus_musculus Rodentia Muridae 0.76 0.12 50.79 0.03 0.08 2.52 1.34 -0.86 44.00 63.00 FJ411383 Gómez Montoto et al 2011b Gómez Montoto et al 2011a
Mus_pahari Rodentia Muridae 0.68 0.13 50.79 0.04 0.07 1.94 1.52 -0.89 44.00 63.00 FJ411389 Lüke et al 2014 Gómez Montoto et al 2011a
Mus_spicilegus Rodentia Muridae 0.71 0.13 52.38 0.03 0.08 2.47 1.26 -0.37 44.00 63.00 FJ411392 Gómez Montoto et al 2011b Gómez Montoto et al 2011a
Mus_spretus Rodentia Muridae 0.74 0.12 52.38 0.04 0.08 2.15 1.26 -0.52 44.00 63.00 FJ411390 Gómez Montoto et al 2011b Gómez Montoto et al 2011a
Myotis_lucifugus Chiroptera Vespertilionidae 0.81 0.28 62.26 0.04 0.08 2.39 0.83 -0.97 36.00 53.00 BK006495 Cummins & Woodall 2008 Hosken 1997
Otolemur_garnettii Primates Lemuridae 2.08 0.27 53.23 40.00 62.00 BK006492
Pan_paniscus Primates Pongidae 1.75 0.30 48.15 0.07 4.59 2.13 48.00 54.00 X71334 Anderson et al 2005 Dixson & Anderson 2004
Pan_troglodytes Primates Pongidae 1.65 0.31 48.15 0.08 4.65 2.07 48.00 54.00 NM_001009084 Cummins & Woodall 1985 Kenagy & Trombulak 1986
Papio_anubis Primates Cercopithecidae 1.41 0.26 58.18 0.06 4.42 1.89 45.00 55.00 101009198.00 Anderson et al 2005 Dixson & Anderson 2004
Phodopus_campbelli Rodentia Cricetidae 0.64 0.14 50.00 0.03 0.06 2.46 1.69 0.29 40.00 62.00 Lüke et al 2011 Lüke et al 2014
Phodopus_roborovski Rodentia Cricetidae 0.67 0.19 50.79 0.03 0.06 2.21 1.41 0.03 40.00 63.00 Lüke et al 2011 Lüke et al 2014 Ramm et al 2008
Phodopus_sungorus Rodentia Cricetidae 0.64 0.14 49.21 0.02 0.06 2.48 1.66 0.02 40.00 63.00 Lüke et al 2011 Gage & Freckleton 2003; Gage 1998 Hoffman 1979
Pitimys_duodecimcostatus Rodentia Cricetidae 0.65 0.17 58.06 0.05 0.08 1.59 1.44 -1.08 44.00 62.00 Lüke et al 2011 Gómez Montoto et al 2011b Gómez Montoto et al 2011a
Pitimys_lusitanicus Rodentia Cricetidae 0.65 0.16 58.06 0.04 0.07 1.84 1.27 -0.94 44.00 62.00 Lüke et al 2011 Gómez Montoto et al 2011b Gómez Montoto et al 2011a
Pongo_abelii Primates Pongidae 1.66 0.28 44.44 48.00 54.00 100446402.00
Pongo_pygmaeus Primates Pongidae 1.66 0.28 44.44 0.08 4.87 1.55 48.00 54.00 X71337 Cummins & Woodall 1985 Kenagy & Trombulak 1986
Rattus_fuscipes Rodentia Muridae 0.73 0.14 49.18 0.07 2.04 0.63 44.00 61.00 AF268201 Cummins & Woodall 1985 Breed & Taylor 2000
Rattus_norvegicus Rodentia Muridae 0.72 0.17 48.33 0.06 2.58 0.49 44.00 60.00 NM_012873.1 Cummins & Woodall 1985 Kenagy & Trombulak 1986; Wu et al 2010
Rattus_tunneyi Rodentia Muridae 0.72 0.17 50.82 0.11 2.39 0.69 44.00 61.00 AF268199 Olds et al Breed 1997
Saimiri_boliviensis Primates Cebidae 0.96 0.24 60.71 48.00 56.00 101051182.00
Semnopithecus_entellus Primates Cercopithecidae 0.98 0.25 56.36 4.27 1.05 48.00 55.00 AF195642 Harrison & Lewis 1986
Sigmodon_hispidus Rodentia Cricetidae 0.50 0.14 50.00 0.04 0.07 1.91 2.35 0.24 42.00 62.00 EU980396 Cummins & Woodall 1985 Kenagy & Trombulak 1986
Sus_scrofa Artiodactyla Suidae 1.55 0.24 60.42 0.09 0.16 1.70 4.60 2.11 44.00 48.00 NM_214252 Cummins & Woodall 1985; Gage 1998 Almeida et al 2006
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the literature . 
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